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OPINION LETTER NO. 46 

~onorable Steve Vossmeyer 
State Representative, District 86 
Room 412, Capitol Building 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101 

Dear Representative Vossmeyer: 

This opinion letter is being issued in response to your 
request for a ruling on the following question: 

. " 
Does Section 43.180. RSMo 1969: authnriz~ the 
Misscuri St.~t.~ IIigh~ .. ;i:i:-i I'atrvl to ir1-v\~S Ligcti:.e 
criminal activities even though not requested 
to do so by the sheriff of a county or by the 
chief of police of a city? 

Section 43.180, RSMo, provides: 

"The members of the state highway patrol, 
with the exception of the director of radio 
and radio personnel, shall have full pmver 
and authority as now or hereafter vested by 
law in peace officers when working with and 
at the special request of the sheriff of any 
county, or the chief of police of any city, 
or under the direction of the superintendent 
of the state highway patrol, or in the arrest 
of anyone violating any law in their presence 
or in the apprehension and arrest of any fugi
tive from justice on any felony violation. 
The members of the state highway patrol shall 
have full pmver and authority to make investi
gations connected with any crime of any nature. 
The expense for the patrol's operation under 
this section shall be paid monthly by the state 
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treasurer chargeable to the general revenue 
fund, provided, however, the amount appropri
ated from the general revenue fund shall not 
exceed ten percent of the total amount appro
priated for the Missouri state highway patrol." 

It is our conclusion, based on the foregoing, that a member 
of the Missouri Highway Patrol is authorized to investigate 
alleged crimes even if not requested to do so by a county sheriff 
or a city chief of police. 

Section 43.180, RSMo, states that a Missouri Highway Patrol
man shall have all powers vested in police officers of this state 
when working with or at the request of a county sheriff or a city 
chief of police, or under the direction of the superintendent of 
the State Highway Patrol. This provision is phrased in the dis
junctive. Hence, any Highway Patrol member acting solely under 
the direction of the superintendent of the Highway Patrol has 
full police authority. He need not always be working in conjunc
tion with or at the request of a county sheriff or a city chief 
of police. To insure that there was no mistake as to the perim
eters of the Highway Patrol's authority under this provision, 
the legislature in Section 43.180, RSMo, specifically provides 
that the Highway Patrol shall have full authority to investi
gate "any crime of any natur~." 

This power of the State Highway Patrol to investigate crim
inal ~dtivities was referred to by the Missouri Supreme Court 
in State v. Cair-obell, 262 S.W.2d 5 (Mo. 1953). In that case, 
a private citizen notified the Highway Patrol that certain prop
erty had been stolen from his truck. The Highway Patrol investi
gated the complaint and eventually arrested Campbell. At no 
time during the investigation and arrest did the Highway Patrol 
act in concert with or at the request of any local law enforce
ment official. The Missouri Supreme Court's decision fully 
recognized the Highway Patrol's authority to make such an inde
pendent investigation. The Court, in fact, noted that the Highway 
Patrol was required to investigate criminal activities that came 
to their attention and to act upon any information which they 
might gather. State v. Campbell, supra, at 8. 

It is, ther€fore, our view that the Missouri State Highway 
Patrol has full authority to investigate criminal activity even 
though not requested to do so by a county sheriff or a city 
chief of police. 

Very truly yours, 

~. rJ~~-
JOHN C. DANFORTH. 
Attorney General 
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